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Summary 

MMacedonian experience in supporting 
youth organizations until now has 
meant their politicization and attempt 
to control youth. Adoption of the 
proposed draft law by the Parliament 
would mean more control and 
monopoly, rather than promotion of 
yoyouth participation. 
The Parliament has a signiöcant role in 
promotion of democracy, so as such, it 
has to open the process of creation of 
this law and to guarantee the largest 
possible youth participation in this 
process and better consistency with 
European standards.

Ever since Macedonia gained its independence, youth questions and youth 
organizing have been left on the outside margins of every government’s 
policy. Left without any kind of support, young people have failed to break 
down the monopoly of inherited traditional forms of school and student 
organizing.  On the other hand, state and public institutions have always pro-
tected the interests of monopolistic youth associations guarding them under 
their own umbrella. This resulted in lesser and lesser participation of young 
ppeople in these traditional youth structures, which only formally participate in 
the decision making processes and usually represent the interests of the 
current ruling political structure, not the youth population. At this point, 
Macedonia önds itself in a position to be the only country in Europe without 
an independent youth council.

Therefore it is very good that önally with this law the issue of youth participa-
tion is getting back in the focus of attention. However, we are worried regard-
ing the serious weaknesses of the proposed Law on Youth, as well as the 
non-existing participation and inclusion of the youth population in the 
process of its creation. 
It is of great importance for the Law on Youth that will be brought into power 
to be consistent with European standards and legislation in this area. The 
Draft version of the Law, which was recently presented to the Parliament, 
unfortunately falls signiöcantly behind these standards.

We feel most concerned with the following:

TThe Draft Law on Youth was created in a nontransparent procedure, 
without public debate and without inclusion of most of the youth organiza-
tions in the process. The government has skipped the analysis phase of 
possible alternative solutions in this area, by only conducting a comparative 
analysis of the legislation regarding the need of a Law on Youth. The process, 
initiated by the Agency for Youth and Sport, happened behind closed doors 
in the ministries with a selective access and no possibility for youth organiza-
tions to present their points of view and needs of the youth population and to 
recommend measures that will improve the position of young people in our 
society. 
Therefore, we believe that the Parliament must commit itself to guarantee 
youth inclusion (no matter whether they belong to an organization or not) in 
the following processes of improving the Draft Law. This approach is espe-
cially signiöcant knowing that for the örst time in 20 years there is an attempt 
to deöne the position of young people in a legal framework. 

The right of youth participation in the State Youth Council should not be 
limited. The Draft Law at this point does not guarantee this, nor does it guar-
antee participation of young people in the decision making process on local 
and national level. On the contrary, the provisions show an intention for 
complete government control over this body. It is foreseen for the govern-
ment to name the majority of the members in this council (continiues on next page

Comments on 
The Draft Law on Youth



TThe Law must foresee adequate budget implications,

The goals of the draft law are placed high, but no effective 
mechanisms are foreseen for their realization.

There is an array of omissions in the regulation of youth orga-
nizations,
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